We have for centuries been aware of this kind of blindness. What we are only now appreciating is the converse, the blindness born of spending one's life in a visual world magnified some 10,000 times. Conditioned to a small magnified world one becomes unable to see with the focus of the naked eye. Yet it remains vital that we should all possess the power of a mutual interchange of focus, otherwise we shall cease to be able to communicate with each other. All these separate medical worlds can be set in focus together, but only if we use the time-lens of history. Thus the last decade has found medical history growing as a means of communication not only between doctor and doctor, but between doctors and the society they serve. This has been reflected in the membership of our Section, and in the warm welcome which the Section has increasingly extended to those historians of medicine who approach the subject from outside the medical profession. By so doing we are slowly fulfilling Osler's objective of making our Section a meeting-ground not only for all students of the history of medicine, but also for those who feel that the study of the history of medicine has a value in education; to fulfil this promise we must respond first by persistently educating ourselves. Clifford Allbutt, Scholar-Physician and Historian by E Ashworth Underwood MD (Wellcome Historical Medical Museum, London) It is fitting that, in the chronicle of this Section, Osler should be followed by a paper on his great contemporary, Clifford Allbutt, for these two men had careers which were strangely complementary. They were both scholar-physicians and both were great clinicians. Both had a wide experience of the heavy grind of a consulting physician. They were admitted Fellows of the Royal College of Physicians on the same day, andowing to an unusual incident in the Collegeboth gave the Goulstonian Lectures, which are normally awarded to the Junior Fellow. Allbutt was thirteen years older than Osler, but he survived Osler by six years, during which period he continued to carry on at an advanced age in an urbane and very distinguished fashion those scholarly studies which were so dear to the hearts of both men.
Early Life and Medical Education I should have liked to have excluded biography completely from this short paper; but in order to set Allbutt's studies in their perspective, I must mention a few landmarks in his long career.
Thomas Clifford Allbutt, who was born on July 20, 1836, was the son of the Rev Thomas Allbutt, Vicar of Dewsbury in the West Riding from 1835 to 1862. As a boy Clifford Allbutt knew the three Bronte sisters. The Vicarage in which he was born dated from the fifteenth century. It was built in a churchyard, and to the water from the well in its scullery Allbutt later ascribed the continued fever from which he suffered as a boy. He had access to the surgeries of two of his medical uncles, and at the age of 10 he used to delight in the fulminations of Thomas Wakley in the Lancet.
Allbutt was educated at the second oldest school in England, St Peter's School at York, where he had a good classical education, and where he was taught natural history by an enthusiastthe headmaster, William Hey (1811-83), later residentiary Canon of York. In May 1855 Allbutt entered Gonville and Caius College, Cambridge. He was presumably reading classics, for a year later he was awarded a Caian scholarship in that discipline. But, though he later described himself on the title-pages of his books as 'sometime classical scholar of Gonville and Caius College', he seems soon to have switched to the natural sciences. While engaged in reading these he entered St George's Hospital in November 1858. In the following year he was awarded a scholarship in chemistry and graduated BA. In 1860 he was awarded a scholarship in anatomy, and gained a first in the Natural Sciences Triposhis was the only 'first' in that year. It was presumably after the announcement of this result that Allbutt, acting on the advice of Bence Jones and Lockhart Clarke at St George's, went to Paris, where he remained for about a year. In Paris he studied much under Trousseau at the Hotel-Dieu, and had the stimulating experience of watching Duchenne de Boulogne in action at a time when the latter was virtually unknown. On his return from Paris in 1861 Allbutt graduated MB at Cambridge. In later years he took the MA and the MD.
The Leeds Physician As soon as Allbutt graduated MB he decided to practise as a physician in Leeds. The Leeds School was firmly established upon the work of the Heys, and there were great opportunities for consulting practice in the West Riding and further north. Allbutt settled in Leeds in 1861, and remained there for twenty-eight years. Almost at once he was appointed physician to the Leeds House of Recovery, the 80-bed fever hospital which many years later was taken over by the City Council and became the large hospital at Seacroft. At the age of 28 Allbutt was appointed physician to the Leeds General Infirmary (Fig 1) , that large teaching hospital which had owed so much to the Heys. Five months later Allbutt was appointed in the Medical School to lectureships in the practice of physic and in materia medica, and other lectureships followed later. It was in these posts that he laid the foundations of the interests which then and in later life he cultivated so ably and so devotedly. By 1874, when he was 38, he had become the best-known and most sought-after consultant physician in the North of England. Ten years later he had to resign his posts in the Infirmary and the Medical School under the age-limit rule, and for the next five years, until he left Leeds in 1889, his consulting practice progressively increased.
Allbutt married in 1869, and shortly afterwards he and his wife settled in Lyddon Hall, which is not too far distant from the Infirmary and the business heart of Leeds. Twelve years later he built a fine house, Carr Manor (Fig 2) , at Meanwood, near Leeds. He was active in medical circles, and he was one of the founders of the Leeds and West Riding Medico-Chirurgical Society. He had a great love for the organ, and he knew much about organs and their builders. His greatest hobby was climbing in the Alps, where he tried to spend about six weeks each year. He was elected a member of the Alpine Club in 1870. Some of his views on cardiac overstrain were certainly conceived on the mountains. On one occasion during a rapid climb he was brought to an abrupt halt, and on percussing his chest he found he had acute dilatation of the right ventricle. Many of his friends believed that Allbutt was the prototype of Dr Tertius Lydgate in George Eliot's 'Middlemarch'. Allbutt himself would neither confirm nor deny this opinion. Some of Allbutt's writings during his Leeds period are ofconsiderable interest from a historical aspect and one of them is the very stuff of medical history. Before he was 30 he had initiated the open-air treatment of typhus fever with considerable success. This experience probably led to his interest in the open-air treatment of tuberculosis. By the late 1870s he was recommending tuberculous patients to go to Davos, and John Addington Symonds was one of the many who profited by Allbutt's advice on this point. In London, 1942) typhoid fever by a human carrier. Allbutt was probably the first in this country to call for paracentesis of the pericardium on a case of pericarditis in extremis. The operation had been performed in France in such cases by Trousseau. Allbutt requested his surgical colleague, Claudius Galen Wheelhouse, to perform the operation, which was completely successful. Allbutt seems to have used the ophthalmoscope on cases of nephritis and locomotor ataxia quite early in his practice at the Leeds General Infirmary, and also in the West Riding Asylum, and in 1867 he published an account of these cases. This paper was the forerunner of several others, which together gave him some of the material for his treatise on 'The Use of the Ophthalmoscope in Diseases of the Nervous System and the Kidneys', which he published in 1871. It is strange that Allbutt seems then to have lost interest in the subject, and he never brought out a second edition. Eight years later Sir William Gowers published his book on the ophthalmoscope and it became a standard work.
Thermometry and his Short Clinical Thermometer It is probable that Allbutt's greatest service to medicine was his invention of the short clinical thermometer. He was a pioneer in the use of the clumsy thermometers which were in use after the middle of the nineteenth century, and it is clear from one of his articles that he had used a thermometer on most of his patients from as early as 1860 [1] . Allbutt's first short clinical thermometer was made for him before 1867 by Messrs Harvey and Reynolds of Leeds. This firm later changed its name to Reynolds and Branson, and still exists as a highly respected firm of instrument makers. Allbutt first described his instrument in a letter to the Medical Times and Gazette on February 16, 1867, and in it he says that he had not published his inventionfor such it wasearlier in case he was thought as 'seeming to claim some share in the introduction of the thermometer as a clinical instrument' [2] . At that time his instrument was 6 inches long.
In 1868 Wunderlich of Leipzig published his great work 'Das Verhalten der Eigenwiirme in Krankheiten'. Two years later Allbutt wrote a long essay-review of this book which appeared in two parts of the British and Foreign Medico-Chirurgical Review [3] . It is significant that in this essay of 26 pages Allbutt mentions Wunderlich only about twice. It is obvious that he thinks very highly indeed of Wunderlich's work, which was in the following year translated into English and published with the title 'On the Temperature in Diseases; a Manual of Medical Thermometry'. In his essay Allbutt set out to give a reasoned discussion, based not only on the work of Wunderlich and others but also on his own observations spread over ten years, of the physiological and pathological significance of temperature changes in the human body. This review is an excellent paper, written with Allbutt's wide knowledge and his passion for detailed observation.
In this essay Allbutt gives us a little insight into the evolution of his invention. He says:
'I hope it is no undue presumption on my part to please myself with the notion of having had a share in introducing the thermometer into general practice. A few years ago [we know that it must have been about four], when convinced of the vast improvement, both direct and indirect, which would follow the general use of thermometry, I began to think how the labour of carrying Aitken's instruments from place to place might be lessened. I applied to Casella, but he had no pocket thermometers, and seemed indisposed to make any. I therefore set to work with Messrs. Harvey and Reynolds to manufacture one; and it was not so easy as it may seem to devise an accurate thermometer of a new form, and with a safe and portable case' [4] .
The thermometers at first sold slowly, but during the 'three years' previous to his writing this paper the sales had increased rapidly. Hawksley and other makers had also taken up the instrument, 'so that' -Allbutt says -'I have reason to suppose the thermometer is now in the hands of most medical men as a daily companion'.
Allbutt deplored the fact that all these instruments were graduated on the Fahrenheit scale. He urged Harvey and Reynolds to try the centigrade scale; this was done, 'but it stopped the sale promptly'. They then made an instrument with both scales on it, but nobody bought it. Allbutt concluded his plea with these words: 'Do let me urge my readers to have the nerve to make this change at once, for it must come sooner or later, and meanwhile authors are spoiling their records for posterity' [5] .
Experiments on Body Heat It should be emphasized that the physiological sections of this paper are based as much on observations made by Allbutt on himself as on observations made on others. The trouble which he took with his personal observations is shown again and again. Here, for instance, is a choice example. Allbutt wrote:
'Many impressions, again, which cause no direct disturbance of the healthy [temperature] curve, set up considerable disturbance indirectly. Prolonged and severe exercise causes in myself no change whatever in temperature, unless it be unduly prolonged, when a rise takes place, not immediately, but on the evening following the exertion. So it was with me again, after exposure to a severe heat. Happening one day to be on the premises of Messrs. Fairbairn and Company, I discovered a large oven for heating sand. I had no means of telling its temperature, but I was assured by bystanders, who knew less than I did about the heat regulations of the human body, that no one could remain in it. I fancy the temperature was not more than 300°Fahr. at most, and after the first half minute of immersion I found the air not intolerable. I staid in it for three minutes without moving my temperature a tenth either way, but five hours after, in the evening, my temperature rose, and I was able to detect in myself a mild sub-remittent fever-curve for the four following days' [6].
From reading this paper I have the impression that for clinical purposes Allbutt preferred the thermometer to be as long as possible. His first thermometers were 6 inches long, and this length was chosen as the maximum that could be conveniently carried in a wooden stethoscope. But neither Allbutt nor his friends were pleased with this method of transport. So he then devised an instrument measuring 4 inches in length [7] . From his papers I also have the impression that 4 inches was probably quite satisfactory for clinical purposes, but for his own personal experiments he probably found it too long. He therefore devised -'more than a year ago', that is, presumably in 1868 -a 3-inch thermometer. By wrapping part of it in a band of wash leather he was able to hold the instrument firmly with his teeth without fear of displacement. 'With this instrument in my mouth', he says, 'I have gone through many exercisessuch as climbing, diving, &c.which would be impossible with any other' [8]. I think, therefore, that 1868 must be regarded as the year of his introduction of his 3-inch thermometer. It should be said, however, that in 1870 Allbutt was still recommending the use of Aitken's curved thermometers in hospital work. They were to be in position in the mouth or axilla at the time of the house physician's visit, so that he could walk round the ward quickly and read and chart the 'numbers' [9] .
Commissioner in Lunacy
It was said of Allbutt when he was at the height of his fame in Leeds that 'no good Yorkshireman would rest quietly in his grave if, before his death, he had not been seen by Clifford Allbutt'. But in 1889 it suddenly became more difficultand more expensivefor any Yorkshireman, good or bad, to attain his ideal. For in that year Allbutt, fretting under the strain of his large and far-flung consulting practice, accepted an appointment as a Commissioner in Lunacy and removed from Leeds to London. He had many qualifications for that post, for, among others, he had been one of the distinguished physicians who had worked voluntarily with Sir James Crichton-Browne at the West Riding Asylum. It was indeed in that celebrated institution that Allbutt did some of his ophthalmological work in nervous and mental diseases. During his first year in London he made the statement that general paralysis of the insane was due to syphilis. He argued that view from statistical data, but never published it. All this was ten years before Krafft-Ebing inoculated general paralytics with syphilitic matter without infecting them with syphilis; and twenty-four years before Noguchi and Joseph Waldron Moore isolated the Spirochata pallida from the brains of general paralytics. But I do not intend to discuss Allbutt's London period further, for it proved to be but a short interlude before he found his permanent home at Cambridge. The Regius Professor Allbutt was called to the Regius Chair of Physic at Cambridge on February 21, 1892, in succession to Sir George Paget, and in the following month he was elected a Fellow of Gonville and Caius, his old College (Fig 3) . But at that time there was no provision for the Regius Professor to have beds at Addenbrooke's Hospital, and though attempts were made to have Allbutt appointed to the staff, these were defeated by the stubbornness and hostility of Peter Wallwark Latham, the Downing Professor of Medicine. Latham retired from the Addenbrooke's staff in 1899, and it was only in the following year that the necessary arrangements were made for the Regius Professor, then aged 64, to be a physician to the Hospital. During the intervening eight years Allbutt was busy on other matters, including the editing of the first edition of his 'System', and several extensive tours abroad, to Greece, Moscow, America, and Japan. He and his wife had meanwhile settled in the charming house, St Radegund's, in Chaucer Road which was to be their home for the remainder of his long life. I propose to treat this long Cambridge period very briefly. Though there is much that could be said, it does not bear directly on the subject of this paper. I can sum it up by saying that it is the record of the conscientious work of possibly the most distinguished of the Regius Professors of Physic at Cambridge. In this period one notes a definite change in the character of Allbutt's published contributions to the literature. He was much in demand for addresses at conferences and other meetings, and all of them were marked by his deep wisdom and his urbane style. He was also a member of many official committees, including membership of the Advisory Committee appointed in 1912 to make recommendations regarding the working of the National Insurance Act. The veneration felt for him by his fellow-workers in medicine and in the humanities was perhaps best and most tersely expressed by Osler, who said in 1919: 'To you, Sir Clifford, in fuller measure than to any in our generation has been given a rare privilege: to you, when young, the old listened as eagerly as do now, when old, the young' [10] . And four years later Allbutt himself said that his professional brethren 'had come to look upon him, in Bismarck's phrase, as an "honest broker" in the mart of medical ideas and discoveries, acting as a merchant between producer and consumer' [11] .
There are, however, certain researches which stand out as highly original. Two of these were first propounded in 1894, two years after his succession to the Regius Chair. The first was his theory that angina pectoris is not due to disease of the coronary arteries or of the myocardium, but to disease of the first part of the aorta. The second was his theory that many cases of high blood pressure are not due to arteriosclerosis or to renal disease, but are to be grouped as cases of senile plethorathe condition which he later called hyperpiesia, now known as essential hypertension. During the following twenty years Allbutt developed his views on these two conditions, culminating in his great work, 'Diseases of the Arteries, including Angina Pectoris', published in 1915, when he was 79. His epilogVe on this subject, his little book entitled 'Arteriosclerosis: A Summary View', published in 1925, was written in the last few months before his death and he did not live to see the proofs.
In his Cambridge period, too, Allbutt developed his views on tuberculosis which he had first taken up in his Leeds days, especially his views on the necessity for the surgical removal of tuberculousor 'scrofulous', as they were then calledcervical glands and on sanatorium treatment, and when the King Edward VII Sanatorium at Midhurst was opened in 1906, Allbutt was one of the original twelve consulting physicians who were appointed to the staff. In this capacity he continued to pay regular visits to that institution to the end of his life. His best work in the tuberculosis field, however, was probably the constant advice which he gave to Varrier-Jones, who in 1916 opened a small tuberculosis settlement at Bourn, and with Allbutt's help transferred it to Papworth in 1918. Allbutt was the first President of the Papworth Village Settlement (from 1918 until his death in 1925), and he collaborated with Varrier-Jones in several books. Allbutt's 'System' It is scarcely necessary to say more than a few words about Allbutt's 'System of Medicine', as it must still be fairly well knownat least in its second edition. The first edition was edited by Allbutt single-handed, and it came out in eight volumes between 1896 and 1899. It was an immediate success. In the preparation of the second edition, which was published in eleven volumes between 1905 and 1911, he had the assistance of Humphry (later Sir Humphry) Rolleston, his successor in the Regius Chair. This is the edition which I have mostly used. Some volumesas many as I could then afford -I bought new when I was a student many years ago, and I have long since completed the set. To adapt Osler's phrase, I might say of it that it is a book, like Todd's 'Cyclopedia of Anatomy and Physiology', that when young was as eagerly read by the old practitioner as it should be now, when old, by the young historian. It sets out in graceful prose all that was best in the medicine of the early twentieth century.
To the first edition Allbutt contributed a number of articles, and he revised and expanded these in the second edition. The second editionapart from the indexruns to over 10,000 pages, and of these Allbutt wrote 445. His article on opium and other intoxicants, written in collaboration with W E Dixon, is still of great interest. As might be expected, his nine-page contribution on mountain sickness is a little gem, in which is embodied Allbutt's own great experience of life at high altitudes. In his 33 pages on dilatation of the stomach Allbutt naturally gives some prominence to gastric lavage by the siphon method. Kussmaul had been the first to practise lavage extensively, and he had consistently used a stomach pump. In 1869, after having seen Kussmaul at work, Allbutt introduced lavage into the Leeds General Infirmary; but he was apparently the first to employ a siphon instead of a stomach pump. His method rapidly caught on. How rapidly was only explained by him years later, in his 'System' article, where he wrote: 'My first siphoned patient, or one of my first, was admitted into the Leeds Infirmary with benignant pyloric stenosis and large dilatation. Him I relieved so greatly by lavage that, being a sharp and inquisitive person, he set up as a quack on the strength of his experience, and washed out all the queasy stomachs of the country-side. I believe he made a very good thing of it; so much so that, being a grateful as well as an ingenious person, he offered me a share of the booty. His irregular practice had the advantage of proving to the public that the process is less repulsive than at first sight it appears' [12] . Allbutt contributed largely, 186 pages, to the volume dealing with heart disease.
The Fowler ofMedicalLiterature In 1904 Allbutt published a small book entitled 'Notes on the Composition of Scientific Papers'. It went into a second edition in the following year, and a third edition in 1923. This little book shows that he had for many years collected examples of the incorrect use of words And phrases. The Regius Professorship involved him in the duty of reading theses for the MB, and one feels that he enjoyed adding to his store of material from that source. Here are a few choice examples from that book. When he is discussing the drawing-up of definitions, he writes: 'On precision of thinking I cannot say too much, yet to pack samples of thought in hard shells is to bury thought alive.' He has some interesting comments on the way to begin different types of essays and books, in which he remarks on 'the methods of great writers. One of his comments reads: 'Macaulay does not begin admirably; he opens mouth like a watch-dog.' On the relation between author and editor Allbutt says: 'An author complained that an editorial emendation had altered his meaning; the editor retorted "whose fault was that ?" ' On precipitate publication Allbutt remarks: 'Professor Glover said well, "The man who gives forth habitually what is immature falls into a habit of miscarriage."' On the incorrect use of the singular and plural noun Allbutt gives this instance: '"Are you aware, Sir, that I am one of the Directors' wives ?" -"Madam, if you were a Director's only wife I should still object to your taking my seat."' From a Cambridge thesis he produced this example of the misuse of the neutral or indefinite pronoun: 'Then I should advise putting your feet into hot water, when he will feel a gentle perspiration breaking out, and next morning one will feel the cold passing off.' Finally, this gemalso from a Cambridge thesis: 'the fons et origo was a tape-worm.' Clifford Allbutt was certainly the Fowler of medical literature.
Birth ofthe Medical Historian
I turn now to Allbutt's writings on medical history. On this subject he started early, when he was aged 30 years, with a long paper in two parts in the British and Foreign Medico-Chirurgical Review [13] . In this paper he hit the nail on the head twice in the first three pages. On the first page he divided 'Those persons who study antiquities, or the relics of men of former times' into two classes. The first class consists of mere pickers of curiosities, such as many town ladies, who 'take pleasure in collecting curious china and bricabrac, as others will seek for strange birds or dogs'. The other class consists of 'persons who study antiquities for the gratification of a fine taste, or for the better understanding of the history of the human race' [14] . His second hit is in his statement of the requirements and abilities ofa medical historian. After praising Littre's work in the field of Greek medicine, Allbutt says:
'The historian of medicine, from the earliest times down to the present day, is, however, yet to be sought a historian who can bring learning enough to the task, and also a mind trained upon the doctrines of positive science. Learning alone may bring forth a most excellent book, but to this must be added a precision of scientific thought, a candour and freedom of judgment, and a familiarity with genuine results of modem research in criticism and in science, if this excellent book is to be also an excellent history of medicine' [15] .
At that time, of course, Sprengel's was really the only available history. But the view so clearly expressed by Allbutt in 1866 is still true almost a century later.
At the end of the first part of this essay is printed '(To be continued)'. At the end of the second part, after having dealt with Hippocrates and Aristotle, Allbutt inserted a little paragraph.
He wrote:
'To give anything like an adequate idea of Greek medicine in its several aspects, a short notice of some other and more purely medical treatises is absolutely necessary. Having, however, the fear of the Editor before my eyes, I must secretly implore my readers to stand by me if I put "To be continued" at the end of this article.' After a few apt quotations he concludes 'Still, with a generous faith in the alliance, offensive and defensive, of my readers, this essay is sometime -(To be continued.)'
Knowing something, as 1 do, of the literary tastes of the editor of that journal, J W Ogle, and of his friendship with Allbutt, I cannot conceive that he tumed down any continuation. But the fact is that the article was never continued in that journal. So far as I can ascertain it was twentyeight years before Allbutt again wrote on the history of medicine, that is, after he came to Cambridge and was freed from the trials and heavy commitments of his consulting practice.
I feel fairly confident, from occasional remarks in his papers, that Allbutt was in the intervening period reading steadily in the medical classics. What seemed to bring him out was the series of reviews of works on Greek medicine which he did for the Classical Review, beginning in 1894 and continuing until his death in 1925. In all he did 18 of such reviews, and most were in the form of long essays. Until 1917 all of them except onethe review of J F Payne's Harveian Orationwere of works by German scholars. These books represented German scholarship at its best, and included Max Wellmann's 'Die pneumatische Schule bis auf Archigenes', and the same author's edition of the fragments of Akron, Philistion, and Diokles of Karystos; works by Ilberg; and the editions of Hippocratic works by Fuchs and by Kuehlewein. I have read all these reviews. In each it is obvious that Allbutt has read the books very carefully, and that the reviews represent his considered opinions. So carefully was this work done that I find that he was able to take over large portions of these reviews unchanged into his lectures on Greek Medicine in Rome, published many years later.
Allbutt's Great Historical Works
Allbutt's next real excursion into the realm of history was his Harveian Oration of 1900, which was published in the following year with the title 'Science and Medieval Thought'. We have it on good authority that he had been collecting material for this philosophic and scholarly work since 1863. In 1904 he gave by invitation an address at the Congress of Arts and Sciences held in connexion with the World's Fair and Exposition at St Louis, Missouri. This lecture was published, much expanded, in the following year with the title 'The Historical Relations of Medicine and Surgery'. In this work he attempted to show that from about the twelfth century there had been a somewhat artificial divorce of medicine from surgery. Whatever the merits of this thesis, there is no doubt that this little book gives an excellent resume of the history of surgery up to about the fifteenth century.
During the following years Allbutt gave a number of historical lectures at various universities and colleges. The most important were his FitzPatrick Lectures on Greek Medicine in Rome whith he delivered in 1909 and 1910 at the Royal College of Physicians. These lectures were published in the medical journals at the time, in the form in which they had been delivered. But Allbutt deferred publication in book form for eleven years. No doubt the war delayed matters; but there is evidence that he kept steadily working on these lectures until they were published in 1921 with the title 'Greek Medicine in Rome'. Nearly 400 pages of this large book are devoted to the FitzPatrick Lectures, and it includes also his lectures and essays on such subjects as Byzantine medicine, the rise of the experimental method in Oxford, and his views on Palissy, Bacon, and the rise of natural science.
That part of this work which is devoted to the FitzPatrick Lectures is especially important, and in them Allbutt gives the quintessence of his meditations on Greek medicine. This book is one of the greatest works of medical scholarship of this century. The young man of 1866 had waited fifty-five years to supply the continuation and third part of his article. But what a continuation! In conclusion I must say something of Allbutt's connexion with this Section. In a letter which he wrote in 1913 Osler said: 'Our new section in the History of Medicine is going to be a great success. ... I was very anxious to have Allbutt or Norman Moore as President but the younger men would have neither of them, & insisted that I should be elected' [16] . I have gone through the Minutes and the attendance registers of the Section from 1912 to 1925. The facts are that Allbutt was a Vice-President at the start, but within two years he had been replaced by someone else. He never held office again in the Section. Further, I have been unable to find his signature in any of the attendance registers relating to the Section or the Council up to the time of his death. Although Allbutt was 76 years old when the Section was founded, he was in excellent health during its early years. In 1918 Osler was in Cambridge and he wrote 'Allbutt in fine form, 82 and cycling 10 to 15 miles a day' [17] ; and in 1923 Allbutt was the first President of the new Section of Comparative Medicine of this Society and he took an active part in its proceedings. Further, in December 1924 Allbutt accepted the invitation of this Society to give the Lloyd Roberts Lecture in 1925.
But the sands were running out. On February 21, 1925, he was working as usual until late, and he then went to bed at 11 p.m. By 1 o'clock next morning this great physician, scholar and gentleman was dead.
In this paper I have said much about Allbutt's work and writings, and virtually nothing of Allbutt the Man. The reason is that I know his books, but the man, unfortunately, I never met. If I had done so it would certainly have been in his capacity as an external examinerbut the fates willed otherwise. However, Allbutt has been well served by those who knew him intimately. There is, for example, the excellent biography written by his friend, collaborator, and successor in the Regius Chair, Sir Humphry Rolleston. I remember also that, when I was the Junior Honorary Secretary of this Section many years ago, the President, Sir Walter Langdon-Brown, who was also a successor of Allbutt in the Regius Chair, gave an address on him to this Section [18] . That address was later published as the final chapter in Langdon-Brown's 'Some Chapters in Cambridge Medical History'. It seems to me that that paper gives an excellent and very sympathetic account of Allbutt the Man.
Sir Raymond Crawfurd by Sir Charles Dodds MVO MD PRCP FRS and L M Payne FLA (Royal College ofPhysicians ofLondon)
'This Krater [Fig 1] . . . presents many features of interest. It seems to have been made in honour of one Krorfurdos, either as a prize in some games held in honour of AEsculapius, or perhaps merely as a present from his friends.
'Krorfurdos is believed by many to have been a great physician, probably to royalty, as it is recorded that "He served Kings long and loyally on both sides of the Great River". It is also stated that he held the office of Dean, from which it may be assumed that he was a member of the Priesthood, a theory which is supported by the fact that he was also a Censor and may have been in control of public morals.
'The lettering on the kneeling figure has caused some discussion. One school holds that it represents an individual whose name began with "P" and that the rough breathing in front of this letter was intended to show that he suffered from bronchitis. Another school holds that the rough breathing stands for the letter "H" and that we are meant to understand that this figure represents a disciple or H.P. kneeling at the feet of the master.' (King's Coll. Hosp. Gaz., 1931) * Fig 
